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a simple question: What are we waiting 
for? 

The best way to thank our men and 
women in uniform for their service is 
to pass this bill. The best way to en-
sure our armed services have resources 
they need to defend our country 
against China is to pass this bill, espe-
cially in light of the news we have seen 
recently about China’s hypersonic mis-
sile testing. 

Earlier this year, as the Senate 
Armed Services Committee crafted the 
NDAA, I fought to prioritize robust 
funding authorization for high-energy 
lasers and hypersonic missile develop-
ment. This investment accelerates the 
country’s timeline to a fully capable 
hypersonic missile while at the same 
time assisting our missile defense ca-
pabilities with tracking hypersonic, 
ballistic, and cruise missiles. This is an 
offensive and defensive approach. 

China is actively trying to outpace 
us, and keeping pace is not enough. To 
do that, we need to have sustained, 
strategic investment in our military. 
That is what the NDAA provides and 
why we need a vote on the Senate 
floor. So what does it say about Leader 
SCHUMER’s priorities that passing our 
military authorization is at the bottom 
of his list? 

But investment in their military is 
not the only means by which China is 
seeking to get ahead. We have seen in-
creased efforts by China to infiltrate 
our economy—we have seen this—to 
undermine our free market values, and 
to steal our international property. 

In a recent survey, a greater number 
of Americans said that China is more 
powerful economically than the United 
States. This is a reversal from 2 years 
ago when most Americans said the 
United States had the economic upper 
hand. 

When it comes to taking over the 
economic upper hand, China has no 
rules, and Chinese companies definitely 
do not play by ours. Our country has 
already seen Chinese companies, 
backed by the Chinese Communist 
Party, attempt to invest in and even 
take over companies. This grave na-
tional security threat will only grow if 
we allow China to invest in our critical 
industries. 

Our government has a process to in-
vestigate offers made by foreign com-
panies and governments that want to 
acquire or invest in America. This 
process is designed to protect our na-
tional security. It is handled by a gov-
ernment entity called the Committee 
on Foreign Investment in the United 
States, better known as CFIUS. But if 
there is a loophole, communist China 
will try to slip through it. 

Our goal as Members of Congress 
should be to strengthen this vetting 
process. One way to do that is to add a 
permanent agricultural perspective to 
this committee, which is not on there 
as we speak. The COVID pandemic 
showed us just how important it is to 
have strong supply chains, especially 
when it comes to our food supply. 

Every American is supported by a safe 
and secure food supply. It is critical to 
our country’s prosperity. 

Not everyone thinks about food secu-
rity in relation to national security, 
but they are linked. Global corpora-
tions have already become more in-
volved with our domestic food supply 
and agricultural businesses. Recent 
data shows that 192,000 acres of farm-
land or forest in the United States of 
America are linked to Chinese owner-
ship, including land used for farming, 
ranching, and forestry—192,000 acres 
here within our borders. That is why 
we need more transparency. 

Our food supply must remain secure 
from foreign governments like China 
that have no business being in the 
American economy and actively trying 
to harm our country. That is why I in-
troduced a bill called the Foreign Ad-
versary Risk Management, or FARM, 
Act, to put more protections in place 
for America’s agriculture industry. My 
bill will ensure that our agriculture in-
dustry has a permanent seat at the 
table of CFIUS, which reviews agri-
culture-related investments. As we 
speak, we do not have representation 
from the agriculture community. By 
adding agriculture supply chains as a 
covered transaction that CFIUS has to 
review, we can make sure food supply 
chains remain strong and free of dam-
aging foreign government interference. 

Like China’s communist leaders, left-
ists in this country believe that when 
it comes to the economy, bureaucrats 
know best. They think raising the cor-
porate rate to be higher than com-
munist China’s will strengthen our 
economy. Nonsense. That is like stand-
ing in a bucket and trying to lift your-
self by the handle. The far-left cheers 
for mandates, hyperregulation, and 
massive taxes. They sneer at your free-
doms and are triggered by the Amer-
ican flag and our constitutional rights. 
Their way is not the way to combat 
China; it is the way to become China. 

We all know China wants to overtake 
the United States as a superpower. But 
what makes the United States a super-
power is not just our economic and 
military might; we are a superpower 
for what our military is fighting to de-
fend and to protect: our freedoms and 
our values and the American spirit of 
innovation and ingenuity, of hard work 
and grit. These values pose a direct 
threat to communist China. They are 
why China wants to surpass our coun-
try as the world’s No. 1 superpower. 

We need leadership that protects our 
national security and our economic se-
curity. It is the only way to combat 
the aggression that the Biden adminis-
tration’s weakness has invited. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas. 
CLIMATE CHANGE 

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, in 
the coming days, thousands of politi-
cians from 200 different companies will 
convene in Glasgow, Scotland, for the 
U.N. climate summit. They will step 

off their private planes and into meet-
ings about the need to reduce global 
emissions, and I am not sure many of 
them will see the irony of their ac-
tions. These leaders will try to paint 
fossil fuels as the world’s greatest 
enemy. They will make lofty and, yes, 
unrealistic commitments to eventually 
transition to clean energy sources. At 
the same time, they will completely ig-
nore the realities of the current energy 
landscape. 

Around the world, energy shortages 
are having a costly impact on working 
families. Here at home, Americans are 
experiencing sticker shock at the gas 
pump. Gas prices, after all, have gone 
up by more than 55 percent from just 1 
year ago. If you are driving a pickup 
truck, you will spend almost $32 more 
to fill up your tank today than you did 
last October. 

In States like California, the prob-
lems are even worse. Last week, the 
price of a gallon of regular gas in one 
town hit $7.59 a gallon, and premium 
was nearly $8.50 a gallon. It is hard to 
imagine how somebody operating on a 
fixed income or working a minimum- 
wage job would cover those sorts of ex-
penses, especially since it is lower in-
come Americans who typically have to 
travel farther because of the high cost 
of living and housing in our major 
urban areas. So low gas prices are the 
only thing that will allow them to get 
by. 

But gas prices are not the only grow-
ing energy expense in family budgets. 
As we head into winter, heating bills 
are expected to soar. Households could 
pay up to 54 percent more than they 
did last winter. It will cost more to 
heat your home, more for your family 
to visit for the holidays, more to put 
holiday meals on the table, and more 
to buy gifts for under the Christmas 
tree. This holiday season is shaping up 
to be a pricey one. 

Costs at home are growing by the 
day, and our friends across the Atlan-
tic aren’t faring any better. Europe, in 
fact, is in the midst of an unprece-
dented energy crisis. A supply shortage 
has caused prices to skyrocket. For ex-
ample, since the start of the year, nat-
ural gas prices are up almost 600 per-
cent. The situation is so dire that util-
ity companies have switched from nat-
ural gas, which is the cleanest burning 
fossil fuel, to coal and fuel oil. 

This global energy crisis serves as 
the backdrop for this summit in Glas-
gow, where the world leaders will dis-
cuss plans to further reduce the use of 
fossil fuels. They are not saying what 
they would do as an alternative; they 
just want to kill the goose that laid 
the golden egg when it comes to low 
cost, cleaner burning energy like nat-
ural gas. Now, making promises to 
curb emissions sounds pretty good if 
you could, in fact, do it. It sounds good 
until you realize this is what you get: 
unreliable and unaffordable energy. 

In Europe’s case, there is also a very 
dangerous power dynamic at play. The 
supply of energy to the continent could 
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be increased, but the guy controlling 
the spigot—his name is Vladimir 
Putin. One of Russia’s top priorities is 
Nord Stream 2, a pipeline to carry 
more gas directly from Russia to Eu-
rope. This project, of course, has been 
years in the making and has faced con-
siderable opposition around the world, 
especially among our colleagues on 
this side of the aisle. 

President Biden has already handed 
Moscow a massive victory by stepping 
aside and refusing to impose sanctions 
on the company building Nord Stream 
2. Now Putin is withholding des-
perately needed gas from Europe until 
the pipeline is approved. Yes, he is 
using energy as a weapon against those 
who are totally dependent on Russia 
for that energy. 

This is a problem with the global ef-
forts to quickly move—too quickly— 
before we are ready, away from fossil 
fuels. Phrases like ‘‘energy transition’’ 
appeal to some activists but fail to de-
liver results in the real world in real 
time. Renewables are great, but they 
don’t come close to generating enough 
reliable energy to power our world be-
cause the wind doesn’t always blow, 
and the Sun doesn’t always shine. 

We can’t just sit in the dark until 
Mother Nature lets us turn the lights 
back on. We need a base supply of reli-
able energy, and as much as some of 
our colleagues hate to admit it, nat-
ural gas is our best current option. If 
the United States and our allies scale 
back production to pursue arbitrary 
emission benchmarks, they will leave 
the world turning to countries like 
Russia, Iran, and Venezuela for their 
energy. Today, we are experiencing 
how costly that reliance is, and in 
years past, we acknowledged how 
downright dangerous it is. In January 
2009, Russia effectively turned the gas 
off to Ukraine for almost 3 weeks, and 
at least 10 countries in Europe were af-
fected. 

By transitioning solely to renewables 
before the output matches the demand, 
we are placing ourselves in a very, very 
vulnerable position, and the same is 
true for our allies. President Putin has 
demonstrated as much. 

Unfortunately, I don’t expect those 
kinds of real-world concerns to domi-
nate the conversations at this summit 
in Glasgow, and President Biden cer-
tainly won’t be advocating for Amer-
ica’s energy independence—to the con-
trary. We were only a few hours into 
the Biden administration when they 
launched the first attack on American- 
produced energy. Within hours of tak-
ing the oath of office, President Biden 
canceled the permit for the Keystone 
XL Pipeline. For some strange reason, 
he is OK with Nord Stream 2 from Rus-
sia to Europe, but he is not OK with 
the Keystone XL Pipeline here in 
America. I don’t get it. 

There is no question that the biggest 
losers from this decision were the en-
ergy workers whose jobs evaporated 
and the communities that stood to ben-
efit from the tax revenue. The biggest 

winners, unfortunately, from President 
Biden’s decision include countries like 
Russia and Saudi Arabia, who now hold 
too much power on the global energy 
market. We will see how that is play-
ing out. 

That same day, the Biden adminis-
tration halted all new leasing permits 
on Federal lands and waters. Rather 
than responsibly harvest our greatest 
natural resources and share those re-
sources with the rest of the world, the 
administration sent more business to 
our adversaries and to OPEC producers. 

President Biden piled on with an-
other attack on our energy producers 
by rejoining the Paris climate accord— 
an agreement that no one seems to fol-
low. Yes, they will pay lipservice to it, 
but they actually don’t do anything 
about it. A report published last week 
found that countries around the world 
aren’t sticking to the lofty commit-
ments that they made. The world’s 
major economies are not on track to 
meet the climate goals set in the Paris 
accord. In fact, according to this re-
port, by 2030, these countries are ex-
pected to produce more than double the 
amount of fossil fuels required to meet 
the goals of the Paris climate accord. 

Then there is the fact that China, 
which plays by nobody’s rules except 
their own, which also happens to be the 
world’s leading polluter, is completely 
AWOL from any of these efforts. Not 
only is China ignoring global efforts to 
curb emissions, the country is in the 
process of building hundreds of new 
coal-powered powerplants. Last year, 
China built three times as many new 
coal powerplants as any other country 
in the world combined—three times all 
the other countries in the world com-
bined. 

Rather than pull out of the agree-
ment that is weakening our global en-
ergy security, President Biden is mak-
ing even bigger promises—promises 
that he cannot keep. He nearly doubled 
the emissions reduction goals set by 
President Obama in 2015. President 
Obama pledged to reduce emissions by 
26 to 28 percent by 2025, and we are no-
where close to meeting that goal. But 
President Biden has doubled down and 
vowed to cut emissions by 50 to 52 per-
cent by 2030—a complete fantasy. He 
hasn’t explained how he would accom-
plish meeting that goal, nor, if he 
tried, would he be able to explain it be-
cause it is simply infeasible. 

To be clear, I am a strong supporter 
of efforts to reduce emissions. There 
are more ways than one to skin the 
cat. Texas has been a leader, in fact, in 
efforts to develop cleaner and more di-
verse sources of energy. We are truly 
an ‘‘all of the above’’ State. We 
produce more electricity from wind 
turbines than any other State in the 
Nation. New solar farms are being built 
all across our State, and private com-
panies are making incredible invest-
ments in carbon capture and other 
emission-reducing technologies. I am 
proud of this work and a staunch sup-
porter of efforts to preserve our great-

est natural resources for future genera-
tions. But what we are seeing from the 
administration isn’t a thoughtful effort 
to reduce emissions; it is virtue sig-
naling. 

When the President addressed a joint 
session of Congress earlier this year, he 
spoke about the challenges to reduce 
carbon emissions. He said: If we do it 
perfectly, it is not going to matter. 
How he expects to do it perfectly, he 
did not say, nor could he. But if that is 
what he is thinking, why drive up en-
ergy costs to the point that Americans 
can’t afford to turn the heat on in win-
ter? Why would he give Putin the 
power to regulate Europe’s only source 
of energy—natural gas? Why curb do-
mestic energy production and let China 
run wild? These actions may earn votes 
in support from some corners, but they 
will inflict serious pain on the Amer-
ican people, as well as our allies around 
the world. 

As an armada of Biden administra-
tion officials pack their bags for Glas-
gow, I want to remind them that there 
is far more at stake than just the 
President’s credibility on this score. It 
is our future economy. It is our ability 
to provide good, well-paying jobs to 
hardworking American families, and it 
is our ability as Americans to export 
energy, which allows some of our 
friends and allies around the world not 
to depend solely on the tender mercies 
of Vladimir Putin. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

POLICE DEPARTMENTS 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, 

it has been a while since congressional 
Democrats have used the words 
‘‘defund the police.’’ That was a very 
popular phrase in 2021, but after the 
last election, Democrats learned how 
truly toxic those words were with ordi-
nary Americans. Now they dare not say 
the words ‘‘defund the police,’’ but 
make no mistake about it, liberals are 
still trying to defund the police. 

A recent nominee for a high-level 
post at the Department of Justice said 
that she wasn’t in favor of defunding 
the police, but she talked about it— 
‘‘overspending on criminal justice sys-
tem infrastructure and policing.’’ That 
was just a fancier way of saying ‘‘cut 
police budgets.’’ 

Fortunately, the voters are standing 
up to these people, and I want to give 
just two examples. 

First, voters in Minneapolis will go 
to the polls November 2 and decide 
whether to replace the city’s police de-
partment with a department called the 
Department of Public Safety. This sup-
posed Department of Public Safety 
would take a ‘‘comprehensive public 
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